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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed July 9, 2008, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 1 - 23 under Hamajima et al. (US 2001/0039406) have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Anderson et al. (US 4,100,324) and further in view of Cree et al. (US 5,591 ,149). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al. (US 4,1 00,324) and further in view of Cree et al. (US 5,591 ,149) 

With reference to claim 1 1 , Anderson et al. (hereinafter "Anderson) discloses a 
disposable sanitary product (col. 12, line 60) comprising a storage layer having 
hydrophilic melt-blown microfibers (col. 2, lines 28 - 31 and 49 - 52) and 
superabsorbing material (col. 2, lines 55 - 60) in the claimed amounts (col. 8, lines 31 - 
35) with the melt blown fibers being connected as claimed as set forth in the abstract. 
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The difference between Anderson and claim 1 1 is the provision that the 
disposable sanitary napkin includes a permeable topsheet, an impermeable backsheet 
and an absorbent body disposed therebetween. 

Anderson anticipates the storage layer for use within a diaper, catamenial napkin 
and/or wound dressing as set forth in col. 12, lines 60 - 61 . 

Cree et al. (hereinafter "Cree") teaches a catamenial napkin that includes a liquid 
permeable topsheet, a liquid impermeable backsheet and an absorbent core disposed 
therebetween as set forth in the abstract. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Anderson 
with the topsheet and backsheet configuration of Anderson the use of such provides an 
article that effectively accepts and distributes fluids while retaining fluids and 
preventing undesirable leakage as taught by Cree in col. 5, lines 33 - 39 and detailed 
explanations of individual element. 

Further, while Anderson does not explicitly disclose particulate superabsorbing 
material, Anderson recognizes the use of different types of wood pulp fibers (col. 7, 
linesl 3 - 21 ) which would motivate one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute one type 
(fibrous) of superabsorbing material for another (particulate). 

Moreover, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the basis weight of the microfiber to provide desired weight because Anderson 
recognizes the basis weight as a result effective variable as set forth in col. 8, lines 10 
- 14 and therefore, the modification of such would be within the level of ordinary skill in 
the art. 
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With respect to the claimed strength in both a wet and dry state, the examiner 
contends that Anderson provides an article that may be deemed structurally identical to 
that claimed. In light of such, one can reasonably assume that Anderson will function 
as claimed when subjected to the claimed states. 

Likewise, the applicant is reminded that the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

As to claim 12, see col. 8, lines 31 -35 of Anderson. 

With reference to claims 13 and 22 - 23, see the rejection of claim 1 1 . 

As to claims 1 5 - 20 and 22 - 23, see the rejection of claim 1 1 . Additionally, 
Cree teaches a sanitary product having a bottom and/or top absorbent layer with the 
claimed amount of meltblown fibers as set forth in col. 22, lines 39 - 46. 

As to claim 21 , Cree teaches a sanitary product further comprising a porous or 
fibrous layer disposed between said storage layer and said top sheet to rapidly absorb 
liquid as set forth in col. 9, lines 5- 19. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michele Kidwell whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tatyana Zalukaeva can be reached on 571-272-1 115. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michele Kidwell/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3761 



